2 ?etor hooper iioad 
New York, l^Y. 10010 

Dear Jerry, 

I've not read Balin' s "y±nal Dksclosuro , ** the title as false as the Judenrat 
author. I do not exi^ect to wa.ite any of ny Social Security on it. He is as ho has 
always boon and his new boon may be sicker than his drek. He is sick, 

I debated him once, at Vanderbilt, in 1975 and did hin in so completely tliat 
less tlian 40 hours after we finislied he'd returned hone and held a press conference 
demandinff a new investigation. i]©*d just before then taken an advance copy of my last 
book, Post Mortem, from someone on Capitol Hill to whom I'd sent it. This is wliat 
got hin GO excited to begin with. 

I won't argue your completely untenable theory becauiie you won*t listen to 
anything not in accord with it but as a friend I tell you tliat you are not only 
entirely wrong on this but that some of what you say in what you enclosed is, from 
the official recoJ^ds you say you cite, is not what those records say and mean. 

I got and road the contemplations of those sicfc shrin^Scs whose entirely un- 
professional nonsense was available in transcript. T^ioy disgraced their profession. 

Among other t JLngs that he /ii|asn't, Oswald wasn't a woman-^uiter. And the li.rina 
version you cite is the one compelled of her by the FBI. VOiy don t you go back to wliat 
she told the Secret Service before the FBI le^uied on her, what sfie wrote out and the 
Commission did publish? Or what she has in the current Ladies Homs *^oumal? Or 
what she'll be saying on YV soon, having been taped for the coming ivnderson mishmash? 

I » 

Bosidos the fact that you won t listen I don t have the time. IBm entering tlie 
hospital I‘k)nday. " ^ 


But tiianku> for what you sent, 
l^eose remember mo to V[alter and ““gnea and 


be.‘*t to you and yours. 
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